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31 December 1975

Dear Mr. Pawley:

Herewith the article I promised you by David Eisenhower.
1 hope to be in Florida around the 9th of January for a week
and will be in touch with you then.

Again, rnany many thanks for that absolutely magnificent
box of fruit which I am still enjoying every day.

With eve‘ry good wish to Mrs. Pawley, fnita and
yourself for the new year.

As ever,

Vernon A, Walters
Lieutenant General, UBSA

) Mr. William D, Pawley

STAT

Approved For Release 2002/08/21 : CIA-RDP80R01731R002000070042-1




-

U

o 0

C2 BY DAVID EISENHOWER

Ordinarily, when you come up agalnst
the Kennedy legend and lose, you shrug it
oft. It rarely. oceurs to anyone that in such

litical lot. except at the very people who are
most likely to have been implicated with
coming the mvmcxbxhty of. that . Kennedy
ethos. [T

In real terms, fh:s problem comes up as

Church’s Intelligence Committee. To put

United States rmvht have known about and
sanctioned - assassination, attempts, - the

the evidence is weakest and. most atten-
guage- with -themost- sinister implications.

ter are Dwxght Exsennower and Rlchard
Nixon. . N

‘Stralghtforward .Actﬁ}.’w .

der, President Eisenhower ig accused of in-

Lumumba, ‘& pro-aov:‘e* leader in the
Congo before and shortly after-its inde-
| pendence from-Belzium. The extent of the

tional Security- Council,

mumba.. This. recollection- comes from one
uncorroborated -witness:
other ‘witnesses of the. same- meeting dxd
.| not recall any such order.

A day later, Director ot the CIA Allen
Dulles is reported to have authorized an at-

Convo. Six months later, Lumumba died.in

death unrelated to a CIA plot, accordmg fo
tne Senate committee itself. On the basis of

the committee .draws the ‘“‘inference’’ that
President Eisenhower authorized an assas-
sination. o

‘ers are held by the committee to have
been unaware of the repeated .murder ef-

| dence: There were repeated presidenhal-

« level-disciissions of the Kennedys” displeas- -

i ure with Castro. As in the Eisenhower-Lu-
? mumba ease, Sen. Church-found references
i-to suggestions for “strawhtforward act-
Uivity”” against Castro. .
However in what seems to some ears to
ibe stronger language those discussions
also included references to” ‘‘disposing of

| Castro.”” CIA director John McCone re- o

cauz that discussions with the Kennedys
were even -drawn ln terms- of *‘'knockin
Anproved For
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a contest he might win. But .when allega-
tions of murder are tnhrown all over the po- -

it, it may be worth at least a fry at over-:

a Tesult of the recent report of Sen. Frank

the matter as-starkly as possible, and also:
as truthfully as possible, where there is the-
best- evidence that a President, of the . v
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off Castro.” CIA aide Richard Bissell re-
calls that President Kennedy ordered the
CIA to “'get off its ass’’-against Castro.
Further, within three weeks of JFK'sin-
auguration, -his national security adviser,
McGeorge Bundy, was briefed on the de-
velopment of an ‘‘assassination capability”’
within the CIA. Mr. Eundy -supbosedly did
not order it stopped nor, supposedly, di d
he tell President Kennedy. Robert Kennedy”
was informed. at least twice .about Mafia -

- connections - with- attempts to kill Castro,.-

without' disavowing either and, supposedly;.
without telling his brother, the President, .

-ahout them. Robert Kennedy is~in. iact,

frequently portra.yed by / the.Charch com-

s "'.A 3

President in question: is absolved.. Where .

vated .that. Presidents. were involved, the’
Church. committee uses the _strongest lan-.

It i$. unmistakably obvious that. the.former -
Président is John F. Kennedy:and- the lat-

Even :&When protecting
- 'the Kennedys, it is not-a-
' laughing -matter 1o throw.’

.out inferences of murder "{'

“into a public’ forum Where
the. dzstmcttans between ‘in-"
ferences “and _facts get
blurred. .= ~~ i

N

To take the cases in- chronological or- "

volvement in plans to assassinate Patrice’

“is im ssible. to imagine.’
involvement-is:that at-a meeting of the Na-~ po

‘President Eisen-
‘hower':is: 'said to have exnressed the wish:
for *‘straightforward activity’’ against Lu-

At least three-

tempt- on’ Lumumba, resulting in'the trans-
mission of various guns and poisons to the.

the hands of his Congolese, _captors—his .,
‘General Trujillo of the Dominican Repub-_

lic, though plotted with the knowledge of

straights ivity"” . American ‘‘personnel” (read ‘the Presi: ‘7.
the one *‘straightforward activity'” remark, . - P { ~“Beyond a few vague pieties about not

On the other hand, the Kennedy “broth--

to ts in the-Caribbean on-the following -evi-

-target for: CIA-kidnapping, but died in a ™~

mittee as misled by the nature and exient
of CIA sctivities, a propnsion which Tom

: Braden,. a’ Washington columnist’ with: close.

Kennedy assocxatxons and a.former Oifice
of. Strategic Semces man hxmaelf tmnxs

s All of this act:vxty, the. Church commxt-
tee concludes, shows - only that -President .
Kennedy was interested in some kind.. of
‘“‘broad strate y" to brmw about Cuban de-
mocracy.. : :

V(ovmv right alon

despxte a mountam

: of evidence . of. Ixermedy displeasure. with

the Ngo Dinh.Diem reglme and undoubted
U.S. involvement in the coup against him

-and.his brother' Nhu, the Church commit- -

tee finds the Kennedys. absolved because
the murders of Diem and Nhu were
“'spontaneous acts.”. The assassination of

dent, John F. Kennedy") is construed by
Church’s group as defiance of Kennedys

- .written statement that assassination is
.wrong (though not so wrong as to preVent

U.S. recognition of
should they succeed.)

" When the report. comes to Rxchard
Nixon, .Sen.::Church's compmittee finds
“‘inferences’” -~ that® President Nixon gave
carte blanche to the CIA to kill' whoever

Tru 31110 s  assassins

‘nécessary to keep Allende from power in
-Chile; -and - thexefore Mr. Nixon should be
‘responsible-for ‘the deeth of General Rene

Schneider. General Schneider had been a

non-CIA: eonnected- kidnapping:-

" The Church committee is thus giving us

more than a double standard. It is saving .

that. where there is clear evidence of re-

elea

House Killers

" Church, so let it all out o matter how bad

LS oecomes quite anciber.
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sponsibility (the Kennedy cases), .even :
clearer evidence of responsibility is needed
to establist an *‘inference.” Where there is
extremely vague evidence of responsibil-
ity (the Eisenhower and Nixon cases), no
more than vague hints are needed.

As I said at the outset, people are used
to less than .equity when dealing with the :
Kennedy legend. And, in recent years, poli-
ticians have "otgen used to ~throwing
around “inferences” pretty casually. But
the Church committee’s action is a deadly
combination oi the ‘two. Even when pro-’
tec'm"«r ‘the Keénnedys, it is not'a laughing
matter to throw out inferences of murder
“into a public forum where the distinctions
_between ‘“‘inferences” and . facts get
" blurred. In other words, even to spare the
feelings of the Kennedy fans, you should
treat accusatlons of murder simllarly in
similar cases. - ¢ 4

. That's what the law'is supposed ta be
about—treating similarly ~situated people
similarly. And respect for the law’ and for;
American ideals is supposed to be the rea- |
son why the Church committee is washing
so much dirty laundry in public. We have
to-~have -an open society,. reasons :Sen.

it looks. - - R L P

Less Than Meets the Eye.
: T‘w"e are a couple of preblems with thie

Posture: Orie’is that we-may, be letting stutf | -

out that is worse than-what really happens.
In other words, in the cases of all three|

Presxdents, there is apparently less going
on than.meets an eye scanmrw the Church‘
‘report. A report from an American Senate |
_committee accusing Americans of plotting .}
*nurder is one thing if it.is solidly based. It'
_thing, something :
more’ like the most 1rre=ponsmle kind .of !
partxsanahm if it is a device'aimed at one -
party by another, usmt7 only the mo;t :
ﬂxmsy “evidence:

* And what zood will t‘xe report do? We
know it has, demorahzed the CIA. What we
cannot know is how foreigners will react to
‘our self-flagellation. Senator Church thinks
they will respect our candor. I cannot help -
but think that this is akin to thinking a rap- :
ist will be admired for confessing. i

assassinating people, hedged with more
vague words about not barring coven ac- ,
tivities, the Church report offers no guid- ;
ance about how the CIA should be conduct-
_ing itself, which, -after all, is supposed to .
be the main nror'uct of the Church commit- °
tee.- Perhaps that will come with the com-
mittee’s final report in a few months. In
the meantime, is any broader purpose than |
publieity for politicians being served? It's
hard to see what that mwht be. .
Assassination. Just the sound of the
‘word makes one's skin crawl. The commit- |
tee repert calls it i'a coldblooded, targeted |

B mtentmnal killing of a. political )eader"‘

"Don’t we need far more tangible, convinc-{
ing- proof befcre we even begin to mal\ai
such grave charges against Presidents
I\ennedy or Nixon or my grandfather?
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